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About the Bay of Bengal Large Marine Ecosystem Project: 
Over 450 million people in the Bay of Bengal area are dependent on coastal and marine resources for their 
food, livelihood and security. Rapid population growth, high dependence on resources and increased land 
use has resulted in over exploitation of fish stocks and habitat degradation, and has led to considerable 
uncertainty whether the ecosystem will be able to support the livelihoods of the coastal populations in the 
future. 
 
Despite the large number of international, regional and sub-regional bodies and programmes operating in 
the Bay, none have a clear mandate, geographical scope and/or capacity to support a regional initiative that 
would effectively address the issues confronting the coastal communities of the BOB. Furthermore, the 
current existence of many ineffective policies, strategies and legal measures at the National level would 
likely impede the development of any regional arrangements. Other major constraints include weak 
institutional capacity at national levels, insufficient budgetary commitments, and lack of community 
stakeholder consultation and empowerment. 
 
Maldives, India, Sri Lanka, Bangladesh, Myanmar, Thailand, Indonesia and Malaysia, have declared their 
willingness to work together through the Bay of Bengal Large Marine Ecosystem (BOBLME) Project and lay 
the foundations for a coordinated programme of action designed to improve the lives of the coastal 
populations through improved regional management of the Bay of Bengal environment and its fisheries. 
 
The BOBLME Project is funded principally by the Global Environment Facility (GEF), Norway, the Swedish 
International Development Cooperation Agency, the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 
Nations (FAO), and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration of the USA with a total estimated 
budget of $USD 31 million. FAO is the executing agency. 
 
For more information, please visit www.boblme.org 
 
 
  
   
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The BOBLME Marine Protected Area (MPA) Working Group met in Bangkok, Thailand 1-2 
February to: 
• Discuss and reach consensus on the implications of the FAO MPA Guidelines for BOBLME 
countries and the way forward; 
• Discuss and provide further input for the BOBLME MPA brochure and policy advisories; 
• Agree on actions based on recommendations of the BOBLME MPA review for short-term (by 
countries and BOBLME) and long-term (as SAP action items, transboundary aspects); 
• Produce input for the finalization of concept proposals for activities in MPA pilot sites in 
BOBLME countries; 
• Formalize the establishment of the BOBLME MPA Working Group. 
All eight BOBLME countries were represented and presentations were made on the progress on 
MPA activities in the respective countries since the previous Working Group meeting in January 
2011. A brief overview was presented on the contents of the FAO Technical Guidelines on MPAs 
and fisheries. There was an unanimous appreciation of the newly released Guidelines. 
The Contractors who are developing the work on the production of the BOBLME MPA brochure 
and policy advisory leaflets (Conservation International; Science 2 Action) received good 
cooperation and feedback from the participants. 
The meeting agreed on actions based on the discussion to promote the FAO MPA guidelines in 
establishing and managing MPAs. Other key recommendations include specific communication 
plans for MPAs for each country, establishment of MPA Working Groups at national level, and 
inclusion of members from NGOs and IUCN in the BOBLME MPA Working Group.  It was also 
recommended that National MPA Working Groups should become advisory bodies to National 
Agencies. BOBLME should support a review of “management effectiveness” assessment tools 
available and review of existing effectiveness assessment studies. Continued support for 
capacity development on MPA Management is needed and it is advised to adopt existing NOAA-
MMAF Training Course on MPAs. Pilot sites under BOBLME support could help demonstrate the 
use of FAO MPA guidelines in planning and managing MPAs for both biodiversity and fisheries 
objectives.  
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1. BACKGROUND 
The objective of BOBLME Component 3 (Improved Understanding and Predictability of the 
BOBLME Environment) is to share information with other regional and global environmental 
assessment programmes for improved understanding of the BOBLME ecological functions and 
processes. Results and outputs of the various activities under this component also serve as inputs 
into the development of the Strategic Action Programme (SAP). 
The objective of the Subcomponent 3.2 (Marine Protected Areas in the Conservation of Regional 
Fish Stocks) is to develop a better understanding of and promote a more comprehensive approach 
to the establishment and management of marine protected areas (MPAs) and fish refugia for 
sustainable fish management and biodiversity conservation objectives.  To achieve these objectives, 
the subcomponent would support the following activities: (i) establishment of a working group of 
regional experts in MPAs/fish refugia; (ii) review and updating of MPA/fish refugia classification 
criteria; (iii) inventory and updating of status of existing MPAs/fish refugia in the BOBLME; (iv) a gap 
analysis to assess effectiveness of existing system of MPAs in: (a) conserving biodiversity of global 
importance, and (b) providing critical habitat for priority transboundary fish stocks; (v) supporting 
studies; (vi) establishment of common regional data requirements and protocols to promote 
national efforts to establish MPAs/fish refugia; (vii) mapping existing and potential MPA/fish refugia 
sites with GIS technology; (viii) development of a regional action plan that would lead to the 
strengthening of existing and creation of new priority MPAs/fish refugia; (ix) training and capacity 
building; (x) awareness and outreach activities; and (xi) preparation of a full sized project (FSP 
proposal for management of existing and creation of new MPAs).  
The BOBLME MPA Working Group first met in 18 – 19 January 2011 in Penang, Malaysia, (BOBLME-
2011-Ecology-06) to discuss and validate the MPA status review “Status of Marine Protected Areas 
and Fish Refugia in the Bay of Bengal Large Marine Ecosystem” (BOBLME-2011-Ecology-10), identify 
gaps in MPA networks and prepare recommendations for capacity building and potential 
interventions to strengthen MPA management in the region. 
The MPA Working Group during the current meeting was expected to provide key contributions to 
the BOBLME Sub-Component 3.2 by forming a venue for discussion of the newly released FAO MPA 
Guidelines, the drafting process of the BOBLME MPA brochure and policy advisories, chart a way 
forward for the implementation of recommendations contained in the BOBLME “MPA Status Review 
Report”, and the implementation of activities in selected MPA pilot sites in the countries. The 
workshop was also expected to produce conclusions and recommendations and document these for 
consideration by the BOBLME Project and the partner countries and institutions. 
 
2. INTRODUCTION 
The BOBLME Working Group meeting was held from the 1 – 2 February 2012. Dr Rudolf Hermes, CTA 
BOBLME, opened the meeting welcoming the Working Group members representing each of the 
eight member countries and the resource persons participating in the meeting and also introduced 
the agenda (Appendices I and II). In his presentation, provided a brief overview of the BOBLME 
Project and outlined the targets of the meeting: 
• Discuss and reach consensus on the implications of the FAO MPA Guidelines for BOBLME 
countries and the way forward; 
• Discuss and provide further input for the BOBLME MPA brochure and policy advisories; 
• Agree on actions based on recommendations of the BOBLME MPA review for short-term (by 
countries and BOBLME) and long-term (as SAP action items, transboundary aspects); 
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• Produce input for the finalization of concept proposals for activities in MPA pilot sites in 
BOBLME countries; and 
• Formalize the establishment of the BOBLME MPA Working Group. 
This meeting followed back to back the BOBLME – SEAFDEC – FAO “Regional MPA Guidelines 
Workshop” which was held from the 30th of January to the 1st of February 2012. All the BOBLME 
participants who participated in the BOBLME MPA Working Group also attended the BOBLME – 
SEAFDEC – FAO Regional MPA Workshop.  
 
3. FAO TECHNICAL GUIDELINES ON MPAS AND FISHERIES 
Lena Westlund, FAO Consultant, presented a summary of the findings and recommendations of the 
BOBLME – SEAFDEC – FAO Regional MPA Workshop, specially, the review of the FAO Technical 
Guidelines on MPAs and Fisheries. These were developed from 2006 to 2011 and the target 
audience are the policy and decision-makers, scientists, managers and practitioners in both fisheries 
and biodiversity conservation disciplines. These FAO Guidelines can be accessed 
at http://www.fao.org/docrep/015/i2090e/i2090e00.htm 
Noting that when MPAs are designed, fisheries are often not fully taken into account, the guidelines 
look specifically at fisheries context of MPAs and also address the interface between fisheries 
management and biodiversity conservation and provide support for MPAs with multiple objectives. 
While referring to all kinds of MPAs and MPA networks the guidelines recognise MPAs as a tool 
under an “ecosystem approach” to fisheries management which includes socio-economic and 
biological aspects and impacts. They provide guidance on design, planning and implementation of 
MPAs and highlight the need for increased coordination across sectors, agencies and departments. 
 
Findings: 
• There is a wide variety of MPAs in region – but very few with explicit fisheries objectives 
although sometimes implicitly referred to under a biodiversity objective. 
• There is a legal basis for establishing MPAs in all countries but this rarely covers fisheries 
management. 
• While there appears to be a common understanding of the need for different line agencies 
to coordinate and collaborate on MPA planning and implementation, there is still insufficient 
cross-sectoral communication. 
• There is recognition of the importance of community involvement and engagement in MPA 
planning and management – still many MPAs do not sufficiently include local communities in 
management.  
• Information is important but complete data may not be necessary. Better use of data from 
different sources could be made – combining scientific data, local wisdom and traditional 
knowledge – as well as of multi-disciplinary (social/economic and ecological/biological) 
analysis.  
• Fisheries information is generally not included in MPA planning and hence MPAs may not 
yield fisheries management benefits. 
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Recommendations: 
The workshop recognised the validity of the FAO Technical Guidelines on MPAs and fisheries and 
appreciated the guidance they provide. The workshop highlighted the following key points to be 
considered by governments, regional organisations and projects involved in MPA s in the region: 
• Ensure that when new MPAs are designated, fisheries are taken into consideration and 
fisheries objectives incorporated when appropriate, and make sure that fisheries spatial 
management measures are also considered MPAs.   
• Review how the legal basis and institutional arrangements for MPA management can be 
changed to allow integration of fisheries management objectives as well as more equitable 
benefit sharing, including to local  and indigenous communities 
• Increase collaboration and coordination between different line agencies but avoiding 
unclear responsibilities or overlapping mandates (one agency to lead) 
• Stakeholder (community) – in particular small-scale fisheries - involvement has to be 
ensured throughout MPA planning and implementation and the most effective local level of 
management should be sought. Tenure and customary rights of small-scale fisheries need to 
be recognised in this respect. 
• Take a step-by-step and precautionary approach, especially in data poor situations – start 
with something and adjust as new knowledge becomes available (adaptive management). 
Still, good baseline data are required in order to allow for monitoring of effectiveness.  
• Fisheries data and information should be included with all other sources of data and 
information when establishing MPAs in order to enhance the fisheries management 
benefits. 
All participants of the eight BOBLME countries without exception recognised the importance of the 
guidelines for their country and the region. They recommended that these Guidelines should be 
disseminated / circulated by FAO and BOBLME, and translation into local languages would be useful. 
They also considered the BOBLME – SEAFDEC – FAO Regional MPA Workshop an excellent 
experience for sharing and learning.  
Lena Westlund added that she would be available to provide further information or clarification on 
the guidelines via email to interested parties. 
 
4. REFLECTIONS ON THE GUIDELINES BY MEMBER COUNTRIES 
Malaysia 
• Many MPAs are equipped with good infrastructure but lack a coordinated effort and a 
leading agency 
• There is a need to further map important coastal habitats and endangered species such as 
sea grass and dugong 
• The Fisheries Department representative felt that even though initial objectives of MPA 
establishment are biodiversity conservation some fisheries benefit has been observed from 
spill-over effect.  Zone a: small-scale fisheries, zone b: medium-scale fisheries (commercial), 
zone c: large-scale fisheries (commercial).  MPAs therefore already serve as fish reservoir 
and this could be taken into consideration to gain more support. 
• The Ministry of Environment felt that there is a need for a lead agency because although the 
guidelines are useful, implementation needs a strong and a clear role of who is 
implementing is essential. 
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• Malaysia suggested that BOBLME could fund site visits so that countries could learn from 
each other on the MPA issues. 
 
Sri Lanka 
• Guidelines and recommendation need to be considered thoroughly by government agencies.  
Implementation however, will need strong political support to ensure positive outcomes.  
• Even though the authorities were able to demarcate MPAs (e.g. marine parks) , there is 
evidence that illegal fishing actually goes on within those areas. 
 
India 
• India acknowledged the importance of the guidelines document that was produced by FAO 
and the need for the use of the guidelines for implementation of MPAs but added that it was 
not an easy task. 
• There are other guidelines e.g. tools kit for MPA in India (e.g. by IUCN 2003) and the 
government has been trying to implement these, but it takes time.  There should be a 
timeline for action, achievement and plan. 
 
Thailand 
• Historically, MPA are set up to exclude fishing because of the rapid decline in natural 
resources but allows small-scale fisheries.  Effectively, the areas become important sources 
of fisheries.  
• MPAs in Thailand are viewed as no-take zones but create tension among local people and 
resource users even though in practice fishing is still allowed in the areas.  
 
Maldives 
• MPAs are setup with biodiversity considerations but fisheries related objectives are taken 
into consideration indirectly only. 
• Laws enacted in 1987 are still used. New laws must be drafted that take both fisheries and 
biodiversity into consideration. 
• There is a need for a single agency to take the lead role for better MPA management but not 
without a cross-sectorial cooperation plan to incorporate fisheries objectives among 
environment and conservation agencies. 
 
Myanmar 
• Department of Fisheries must have a greater say in the MPA design. 
• There is a need to do more coral reef assessment. 
• There is also the need for more commitment from the higher level officials for MPAs. 
• There is now a new wildlife sanctuary which has a coastal area. 
 
Indonesia 
• Indonesia underlined the importance and usefulness of the Guidelines and noted that it will 
be beneficial for both establishing new MPAs and also for measuring the effectiveness of 
existing MPAs. 
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• More consideration of fisheries must be encouraged. The bigger challenge is to introduce 
the fisheries criteria at an earlier stage of the MPA design 
• It was suggested that the Guidelines be used in the BOBLME project pilot site sub projects 
and for transboundary work. 
 
Bangladesh 
• No formal MPAs are established in Bangladesh but only Ecologically Critical Areas (ECAs) 
exist, which are managed by the Ministry of Environment covering coastal and marine areas. 
• BOBLME project should help build more capacity for local communities and local fishers. 
• IUCN can play a vital role with research data. 
• Government just formulated the Biodiversity Act; it is in the process of finalizing and will be 
published soon. 
• Transboundary issues are very relevant considering Sundarbans shared with India and the 
vicinity of the ECA St. Martin’s Island to Myanmar. 
• CBD and IUCN could be very useful partners for Bangladesh. 
 
Transboundary issues: 
 
Transboundary issues in MPAs are well recognised within MPA WG. The priority areas include;  
Bangladesh/India: Sundarbans (mangroves) management 
Bangladesh/Myanmar: St. Martin’s Island 
Myanmar/Thailand: Mergui Archipelago 
India/Sri Lanka: Gulf of Mannar (and Marine National Park/Biosphere Reserve) 
 
It is important to incorporate fisheries objectives into transboundary management issue to leverage 
significant international cooperation.  Cross-site visits among BOBLME countries will enhance such 
collaboration and help to adopt the best practices.  They also recommended that any national 
steering committee on MPAs should always include National Park Department, Environmental 
Department and Fisheries Department.  Formalization of MPA WG of BOBLME would help further 
leverage political commitment at higher level. 
 
5. PRESENTATION OF MPA COMMUNICATION MATERIAL 
In line with the BOBLME communications strategy and the activities of sub-component 3.2, the 
Project has taken the initiative to produce an information booklet and policy (management) advisory 
leaflets (one per country), based on the review on the status of MPAs in the Bay of Bengal 
undertaken in 2010 with the University of Washington. This work is done in collaboration with 
Conservation International (CI - Science2Action), and drafts were presented to obtain feedback (on 
the booklet) and individual country input for the advisory leaflets. During the page-by-page 
presentation, Working Group members provided constructive comments and recommendations on 
both the content and layout. 
The management advisory leaflet on MPAs for Thailand was reviewed in detail, and the design team 
(Dr. Giselle Samonte-Tan of CI and Mr. Petch Manopawitr) used the Working Group meeting for 
interviews with country representatives to obtain information for the respective country advisory 
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leaflets. This leaflet is targeting the policy and decision makers as well as managers and intending to 
make them aware of values of ecosystem services, challenges, and opportunities for good 
governance. One leaflet per country will be produced and the Working Group members agreed to 
contribute to the content. The Working Group will keep networking with the design team via email 
and continue sending more information to improve the MPA booklet. The completion target for the 
information materials is aimed by the end of 2012. 
 
6. COUNTRY PRESENTATIONS: UPDATES ON MPA WORK 
Country presentations on updates regarding MPA work in each BOBLME country were added to the 
agenda in the morning of 2 Feb. The presentations are provided as Annexes 4-11. 
Some key developments: 
 
Bangladesh: 
• Biodiversity Act 2011 and the formation of Ecosystem Critical Areas (ECA) 
• Four marine reserves have been set up under ECA and are areas important to conserve hilsa 
fisheries - a key resource identified in BOBLME 
• Key areas that should be protected include Elephant Point (shrimp breeding), Meghna 
estuary (hilsa breeding), Swatch Of No Ground (shrimps & dolphins), marine areas in 
Chakaria Sundarbans & Sundarbans (mangrove habitat; nursery grounds) 
• Government plans to extend the mandate of the Coast Guard and Navy to help with 
enforcement efforts in fisheries management 
 
India 
• Critically Vulnerable Coastal Areas include Sundarbans, Chilika, Bhitarkanika, Gulf of Mannar, 
all under Coastal Regulation Zone Notification (2011) 
• Society for Integrated Coastal Management (SICOM) has been formed to implement ICZM in 
two sites in environmentally sensitive areas (World Bank Project) 
• Several regional initiatives are underway including India-Bangladesh joint research initiative 
(on hilsa), India-Sri Lanka joint working committee on fisheries 
• Under GEF/UNDP project, India is implementing works in Gulf of Mannar (ending in March 
2012), mainstreaming coastal and marine biodiversity into production sectors East Godavari 
(planned) 
 
Indonesia 
• Indonesia MPA coverage has expanded to 15.3 million ha (target for 2020: 20 million ha) 
• MPA Ecological Representativeness Gap Analysis of all ecoregions is completed with 
representation of 22.1% coral reef, 17.3% mangrove and 17.8% seagrass within existing 
MPAs  
• Management Effectiveness Evaluation is underway by standardization of evaluation tools 
(METT/RAPPAM), World Bank Score Card, MPAME, MPEKKP, to suit with national context 
• Capacity building in MPA management has been strengthened by collaborations between 
MMAF, NOAA, CI, TNC, WCS since 2010  
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• Training implementation focuses on MPA Management Planning and Fisheries and Tourism 
Management 
 
Malaysia 
• Up to date, there are a total of 51 MPAs in Malaysia: 42 in Peninsular Malaysia under Dept 
of Marine Park, 3 in Sarawak under Dept. of Forestry and Wildlife Sarawak, 6 in Sabah under 
Sabah Parks 
• Policy development in 2011 included drafting marine park policy, marine park act, 
formulated MPA Strategic Plan, established GIS database for Marine Parks 
• Established site specific zoning and management plan for 3 groups of islands covering 21 out 
of 42 MPAs in Peninsular Malaysia 
• Total economic evaluation conducted at Palau Payar Marine Park in 2011 
• Increase enforcement capacity: commissioned 15 patrol crafts from 2009-2011 
 
Maldives 
• Baa Atoll declared as a UNESCO biosphere reserve (June 2011)  
• Six new protected areas (Mendhoo, Goedhoo Korau, Maahuruvalhi Faru, Bathalaa, 
Mathifaru Huraa, and ship wreck near Fulhadhoo) are established in Baa Atoll  
• Boundaries of two existing MPAs (Hanifaru Bay and Dhigli Giri) extended  
 
Myanmar 
• Myeik/Mergui Archipelago includes come 800 islands and is famous for sharks, rays and 
abundance of coral reefs.  Currently, wildlife sanctuaries consist of Lampi Island, Meinmahla 
kyun, Moscos Island and Kadonlay kyun.  
• Shark Protected Areas are established in Lampi Island and Ross Island 
• Fisheries Management is solely under Department of Fisheries  
• Revised strategies put inland fisheries under the management of state and regional 
authorities and marine and coastal fisheries are directly managed by central government 
• Research and long-term monitoring programme are encouraged and support information 
sharing with international conservation communities  
 
Sri Lanka 
• Four MPAs and Marine Sanctuaries include Hikkaduwa National Marine Park, Bar Reef 
Kalpitiya, Unawatuna Reef and Pigeon Island National Park 
• Responsible ministries and agencies are Dept. of Fisheries under Ministry of Fisheries 
and Aquatic Resources, Dept. of Wildlife Conservation under Ministry of Wildlife and 
Coast Conservation Department under Ministry of Defence 
• Further actions should include awareness about MPA for the community and financial 
assistance for park management 
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Thailand 
• MPAs have many forms and categories.  The most well-known ones are National Park under 
Department of National Park, Wildlife and Plant Conservation but other management areas 
also exist under jurisdiction of Dept. of Marine and Coastal Resource and Dept. of Fisheries 
• Seasonal closure in Phang-Nga Bay has been key measure for fisheries management.  The 
coverage has been expanded to cover the southern Andaman Sea and the dates of closure 
are 1 April to 30 June each year 
• Government monitoring CPUE in small-scale, commercial scale fisheries and research vessel 
before, during and after conservation measures 
• Community outreach about findings helps to gain feedbacks from communities to adjust 
conservation measures  
 
7. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS  
1. FAO MPA guidelines are a very good and useful document, providing valuable guidance on 
key concerns in establishing MPAs 
2. These Guidelines should be disseminated / circulated by FAO and BOBLME, and translation 
(in part) would be useful 
3. Efforts to communicate on MPAs are very good; it would be advantageous also if individual 
countries would come up with own specific communication plans (on MPAs) 
4. Spatial and temporal fisheries management areas should also be covered by the Policy 
Guidelines 
5. There should also be MPA Working Groups at national level (with BOBLME recognition or 
support), giving due consideration also on socio-economic concerns 
6. The BOBLME MPA Working Group should also include Member(s) from NGO and IUCN, as 
appropriate and originally envisaged 
7. National MPA Working Group should become advisory bodies to National Agencies 
8. BOBLME should support a review/comparison of “management effectiveness” assessment 
tools available (incl. review of existing effectiveness assessment studies) 
9. Capacity Development on MPA Management using or considering the existing NOAA-MMAF 
Training Course on MPAs 
10. The WG MPA expresses its hope that “pilot sites” activities will be fully developed and 
implemented in near future 
11. MPA mailing list, sharing access to MPA information and news 
12. Key agencies with MPA responsibilities are sometimes renamed or assigned to different 
ministries, and this information should be updated regularly 
 
 
The Working Group Meeting was closed by the BOBLME CTA at 12.30h. 
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APPENDIX I    PROSPECTUS AND AGENDA 
 
Bay of Bengal Large Marine Ecosystem (BOBLME) Project 
MPA Working Group Meeting 
 1-2 February 2012 
Jasmine Executive Suites Hotel, Bangkok – Thailand 
(in collaboration with FAO and SEAFDEC) 
 
BACKGROUND 
Bangladesh, India, Indonesia, Malaysia, Maldives, Myanmar, Sri Lanka and Thailand are working 
together through the Bay of Bengal Large Marine Ecosystem (BOBLME) Project and lay the 
foundations for a coordinated programme of action designed to improve the lives of the coastal 
populations through improved regional management of the Bay of Bengal environment and its 
fisheries. 
The objective of BOBLME Component 3 (Improved Understanding and Predictability of the 
BOBLME Environment) is to share information with other regional and global environmental 
assessment programmes for improved understanding of the BOBLME ecological functions and 
processes. Results and outputs of the various activities described below will also serve as inputs into 
the development of the Strategic Action Programme (SAP). 
The objective of the Subcomponent 3.2 (Marine Protected Areas in the Conservation of Regional 
Fish Stocks) is to develop a better understanding of and promote a more comprehensive approach 
to the establishment and management of marine protected areas (MPAs) and fish refugia for 
sustainable fish management and biodiversity conservation objectives.  To achieve these objectives, 
the subcomponent would support the following activities: (i) establishment of a working group of 
regional experts in MPAs/fish refugia; (ii) review and updating of MPA/fish refugia classification 
criteria; (iii) inventory and updating of status of existing MPAs/fish refugia in the BOBLME; (iv) a gap 
analysis to assess effectiveness of existing system of MPAs in: (a) conserving biodiversity of global 
importance, and (b) providing critical habitat for priority transboundary fish stocks; (v) supporting 
studies; (vi) establishment of common regional data requirements and protocols to promote 
national efforts to establish MPAs/fish refugia; (vii) mapping existing and potential MPA/fish refugia 
sites with GIS technology; (viii) development of a regional action plan that would lead to the 
strengthening of existing and creation of new priority MPAs/fish refugia; (ix) training and capacity 
building; (x) awareness and outreach activities; and (xi) preparation of a full sized project (FSP 
proposal for management of existing and creation of new MPAs).  
The MPA Working Group Meeting will provide a key contribution to the BOBLME Sub-Component 
3.2 by providing a venue for discussion of the newly released FAO MPA Guidelines, the drafting 
process of the BOBLME MPA brochure and policy advisories, chart a way forward for the 
implementation of recommendations contained in the BOBLME “MPA Status Review Report”, and 
the implementation of activities in selected MPA pilot sites in the countries. The workshop will 
produce conclusions and recommendations and document these for consideration by the BOBLME 
Project and the partner countries.  
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OBJECTIVES  
• Discuss and reach consensus on the implications of the FAO MPA 
Guidelines for BOBLME countries and the way forward 
• Discuss and provide further input for the BOBLME MPA brochure 
and policy advisory 
• Agree on actions based on recommendations of the BOBLME 
MPA review for short-term (by countries and BOBLME) and long-
term (SAP, transboundary aspects) 
• Produce input for the finalization of concept proposals for 
activities in MPA pilot sites in BOBLME countries 
• Formalize the establishment of the BOBLME MPA Working Group 
AGENDA FOR BOBLME MPA WORKING GROUP MEETING 
 
1 February 2012 
15:00 Welcome MPA WG/Mechanics and Objectives of this WG meeting [R. Hermes/BOBLME] 
15.15 Implication of FAO MPA Guidelines 
• Summary key points of the guidelines [L. Westlund/FAO] 
15:45 MPA and Fisheries: The way forward  
• Discussion on workshop findings and ideas [L. Westlund/FAO and R. Hermes/BOBLME] 
16.15 Presentation and discussion of the BOBLME MPA brochure and policy advisory (P. 
Manopawitr and G. Samonte/CI) 
17.15 Day closure 
 
2 February 2012  
09:00 Follow-up on recommendations of the BOBLME MPA review (Patrick Christie Report)  
• Each country present an update from last year: what is new, what has changed (new 
legislation, initiatives, projects, etc. – maximum 4-6 slides). 
10:00 Concept proposals for activities in MPA pilot sites in BOBLME countries:  
• Brief report on received proposals [BGD, INS, MYA, THA] 
10:30 Coffee break 
11:00 Concept proposals for activities in MPA pilot sites in other BOBLME countries 
• Presentation/discussion on potential work ideas 
12:00 MPA Working Group: what's next? 
• Discussion and recommendations on the establishment of the BOBLME Working Group 
12:30 Workshop closure 
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APPENDIX II    LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 
 
 
 
Bangladesh  
Dr Abu Saleh Mostafa Kamal 
Deputy Secretary 
Ministry of Environment & Forests, Building # 06, 
13th floor Room # 1305 
Bangladesh Secretariat Dhaka - 100 
Bangladesh 
kamal_asm@yahoo.com 
Tel: +88029551512 
Mob: +8801552310111 
Dr Md. Enamul Hoq 
Project Director, Support to BOBLME 
Bangladesh Fisheries Research Institute (BFRI) 
Mymensingh - 2201 
Bangladesh 
hoq_me@yahoo.com 
Tel: +8809162628 
Mob: +880 1715132369 
Fax: +8809166559 
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India  
Ms Ramya Rajagopalan 
Consultant 
International Collective in Support of 
Fishworkers  
(ICSF) 
27 College Road Chennai 600 006 
India 
icsf@icsf.net 
Tel: +914428275303 
Mob: +91 9500149577 
Fax: +91-44-28254457 
Mr D Venkateswara Rao 
Assistant Commissioner (Fisheries) 
Department of Animal Husbandry, Dairying &  
Fisheries, 
Ministry of Agriculture, Government of India 
Room No. 491, Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi-110 
001 
India 
dvraoji@gmail.com 
Tel: +911123097013 
Mob: +919013344124 
Fax: +911123097013 
 
Indonesia  
Mr Rofi Alhanif 
Head of Section for Conservation Networks 
Directorate of Marine and Aquatic Resources  
Conservation DG of Marine, Coastal and Small  
Island affairs, MMAF 
Mina Bahari 3Bld. 10th Floor 
Medan Merdeka Timur 
No.16 Jakarta Pusat 
Indonesia 
rofi_p3k@yahoo.com 
Tel: +6281310668833 
Fax: +62213522045 
 
Mr Dicky Gamawan 
Directorate of Fish Resources 
Ministry of Marine Affairs and Fisheries 
Indonesia 
dicky_gep@yahoo.co.id 
Tel: +62811105014 
Fax: +62213453008 
Mr Nur Bambang 
Fishing Technology Development Center 
Ministry of Fisheries and Marine Affairs 
Indonesia 
bbppis@gmail.com 
 
Malaysia  
Ms Noorazamimah Aiza Binti Azman 
Department of Environment 
Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment 
Level 1-4 
Wisma MRE 
No25 Persiaran Perdana 
Mecint 4 
62574 Putrajaya 
Malaysia 
aiza_azman@doe.gov.my 
Tel: 603 - 8871 2000 
Mob: 60125971841 
Fax: 60388884070 
 
Mr Rahim Ab. Gor Yaman 
Director of Planning & Management Div. 
Department of Marine Park Malaysia 
Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment 
Aras 11, No. 25 Wisma Sumber Asli, 
Persiaran Perdana, Presint 4, 
62574 Putrajaya 
Malaysia 
abrahim@nre.gov.my 
Tel: 603-88861111 
Mob: +60192868595 
Fax: 603-8888-0489 
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Maldives  
Mr Ibrahim Naeem 
Director General 
Environment Protection Agency 
Ministry of Housing and Environment Compound 
Ameenee Magu, Malé, 20392 
Maldives 
Ibrahim.naeem@epa.gov.mv 
Tel: + 9603335951 
Mob: +9607781461 
Fax: +9607785953 
 
Mr Adam Ziyad 
Senior Research Officer 
Ministry of Fisheries and Agriculture 
Velaanage' (7th Floor) 
Ameer Ahmed Magu 
Malé 
Maldives 
adam.ziyad@fishagri.gov.mv 
Tel: +9609966100 
Mob: +9609966100 
Fax: +9603322625 
 
Myanmar   
Mr Win Hlaing 
Director 
Planning and Statistic Department 
Ministry of Environmental Conservation and  
Forestry 
Building No(28) 
MOECAF 
Nay Pyi Taw 
Myanmar 
wynnnhlaing@gmail.com 
Tel: +951067405384 
Mob: +95943034681 
 
Dr Aung Naing Oo 
Fishery Officer 
Department of Fisheries 
Corner if Bayint Naung Road 
and Bayint Naung Avenue 
Insein Township, Yangon 
Myanmar 
ano93dofmm@gmail.com 
irnp.dof@gmail.com 
 
Mr Min Htut 
Assistant Director 
Forrest Department 
Kawlang Township 
Taninthayi Division 
Myanmar 
Tel: +9505951674 
Fax: +951647529 
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Sri Lanka  
Mrs H. L. N. Sandamali Herath 
Assistant Director 
Department of Fisheries and Aquatic Resources 
Colombo-10 
Sri Lanka 
hlsherath@gmail.com 
Tel: +94112422980 
Mob: +94713751885 
Fax: +952434075 
 
Mr Lalith Vijithananda 
Park Warden of Pigeon Island National Park 
Department of Wildlife Conservation 
Nilawali Valayuthu 
Trincomallee 
Sri Lanka 
sarathdisa@yahoo.com 
Tel: +94263203850 
 
Mr N.B.P. Punyadewa 
Research Officer 
NARA 
Crow Island 
Mattakkuliya 
Colombo 15 
Sri Lanka 
nbprasada@yahoo.com 
Mob: +94777901499 
 
 
Thailand  
Mr Withaya Panthakit 
Fisheries Biologist 
Andaman Sea Fisheries Research and 
Development Centre 
77 Moo 7, Sakdidej Rd. Makham Bay, Amphur 
Muang, Phuket 83000 
Thailand 
bodan_fishery@yahoo.com 
Tel: +6676461512 
 
Mr Suwan Pitaksintorn 
Scientist 
Department of National Parks 
Wildlife and Plant Conservation 
Phaholoyothin Road, Jatujak, Bangkok 10900 
Thailand 
suwanpita@hotmail.com 
Tel: +6625610777 
Mob: +66895113300 
Mrs Prapaporn Whaiprib 
Marine Biologist 
Department of Marine and Coastal Resources 
The Government Complex (Building B) 
120 Chaengwattana Rd. 
Thung Songhong, Laksi, Bangkok 10210 
Thailand 
pug863@yahoo.com; pumarin27@hotmail.com 
Tel: +66859990964 
Mob: +66859990964 
Fax: +6621439261 
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Facilitators  
Mr Petch Manopawitr 
University of Victoria 
17/167, Soi 2/1 Mu 4, Prachacheun Rd, Laksi,  
Bangkok 10210 Thailand 
Thailand 
petch@uvic.ca,pmanopawitr@gmail.com,  
pmanopawitr@wcs.org 
Tel: +662 5039571 
Mob: +66891811444 
 
Dr Giselle Samonte-Tan 
Director Social Science Research 
Conservation International 
2011 Crystal Drive 
Suit 500 
Arlington 
VA 22202 
USA 
g.samontetan@conservation.org 
Tel: +170334125400 
Mob: +12024608835 
 
FAO  
Ms Lena Westlund 
FAO Consultant 
Fisheries and Aquaculture Department FAO Rome 
Badhusv.13 
132 37 Saltsjo-B00 
Sweden 
lena.westlund@swipnet.se 
 
 
BOBLME RCU  
Dr Rudolf Hermes 
Chief Technical Advisor 
Bay of Bengal Large Marine Ecosystem Project  
(BOBLME) 
c/o Andaman Sea Fisheries Research and 
Development Center  
77 Moo 7, Sakdidej Rd. Makham Bay Amphur  
Muang, Phuket 83000 
Thailand 
rudolf.hermes@boblme.org 
Tel: +66844395209 
Mob: +66844395209 
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APPENDIX III BANGLADESH PRESENTATION 
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APPENDIX IV INDIA PRESENTATION 
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APPENDIX V      INDONESIA PRESENTATION 
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APPENDIX VI MALAYSIA PRESENTATION 
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APPENDIX VII MALDIVES PRESENTATION 
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APPENDIX VIII MYANMAR PRESENTATION 
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APPENDIX IX SRI LANKA PRESENTATION 
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APPENDIX X      THAILAND PRESENTATION 
 
 
 
  
 
  
  
 
